Over the preceding ten chapters of this book, we have explored two aspects of Indo-European syllable structure: the heterosyllabic treatment of medial consonants on the one hand, and the phenomenon of sonorant vocalization on the other.
In Part 1 we focused on medial consonants. In Chapter 2 we first reevaluated the evidence for and against medial consonant cluster syllabification in Vedic, reconfirming the traditionally posited heterosyllabic treatment VC.CV and extending it to the syllabification of longer sequences of consonants. We then developed in Chapter 3 an analysis of medial syllabification in Vedic, capturing both the general system and the idiosyncratic behavior of the perfect conjugation, which is especially sensitive to complex syllable structures and avoids them through perfect union vowel epenthesis, by means of the constraint indexation approach to morphologically-conditioned phonology (Pater 2006 (Pater , 2009 . Moving beyond Vedic, in Chapter 4 we turned our focus to palatalization in the history of Greek, which, if influenced by syllable structure, suggests the relevance of a complementary syllabification VR.ORV. We concluded Part 1 with an evaluation in Chapter 5 of the purported Proto-Indo-European syllabifications VOO.RV, VR.OOV, demonstrating the difficulty of capturing both of these treatments in one and the same account, and as such providing a theoretical motivation for their disfavored status.
In Part 2 we developed a new Optimality-Theoretic analysis of Proto-IndoEuropean sonorant vocalization, whereby sonorants become syllable nuclei to enable the syllabic parsing of otherwise unsyllabifiable strings of segments. We introduced the phenomenon in Chapter 6, reviewing Meillet's (1937) descriptive generalizations and Schindler's (1977b) standardly-accepted rule, and providing the results of a small survey of sonorant syllabicity drawn from data primarily in the verbal domain. In Chapter 7 we showed how previous Optimality-Theoretic translations of this insight fail to capture all aspects of the phenomenon, proving insufficient on two grounds: failure to formally encode the non-alternating status of both obstruents, which are never syllabic, and non-high vowels, which are never not syllabic, and, more importantly, failure to fully translate the descriptively leftward application of this process, leaving a number of forms unaccounted for. We resolved these issues in Chapter 8 by first explicitly interleaving relevant members of the Peak and Margin families of constraints into the hierarchy, and then introducing a moraic variation of the Alignment-based proposal of Mester and Padgett (1994), developed to account for the directionality effects examined by Itô (1989) . Further, building on our findings in this first part of the book, we addressed the compatibility of the right-hand vocalization of sonorants on the one hand, and the heterosyllabic treatment VC.CV on the other, the simplest accounts of which in Optimality Theory result in a ranking paradox: the former requires the ranking NoCoda » *Complex Onset , the latter *Complex Onset » NoCoda. Invoking the notion of Positional Markedness (Zoll 1998), we developed a unified analysis capable of generating both, which actually requires neither of these constraints to play a role in the system; in this way the ranking paradox proves merely an illusion. By comparison, in Chapter 9 we showed that an alternative analysis, in which information about morphological structure plays a role in defining the input to the Optimality-Theoretic evaluation, is unnecessarily complex. Finally, in Chapter 10 we revisited the exceptional cases to Schindler's rule from the perspective of the proposed phonological analysis, and took initial steps toward situating the Proto-Indo-European within a typology of languages with syllabic consonants, particularly those in which directionality appears to be a relevant factor.
Future Directions
This volume is a snapshot of a research program still in progress, and still with many avenues to follow. In this final section, we present a sampling of the more prominent areas remaining to be incorporated into a fuller appreciation of the aspects of Indo-European syllabification explored here and their crosslinguistic parallels. Generally, it will be important moving forward to expand the scope of our investigation, along both synchronic and diachronic dimensions. For ProtoIndo-European proper, it will be useful to assemble as broad an inventory as possible of all the morphemes-roots, suffixes, endings, prefixes-which by virtue of their configuration have the capacity to serve as loci of sonorant vocalization. A more extensive survey should provide us with an opportunity not only to confirm (or disconfirm) the claims we have assumed and made here, but also perhaps to identify novel generalizations about the phenomenon which have as yet gone unrecognized. Similarly, we can increase our confidence in the findings discussed here from the diachronic perspective, by introducing more data from the daughter languages into the picture.
